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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
. subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1 . Claims 1,2,4-9,11-13,16-20,23,24,26-30,33-37 and 40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Takagi (US 6,718,187). 

Regarding claim 1, Takagi et al. teaches a method of configuring the service 
state of a wireless communication device, comprising the steps of: 

In column 7, lines 14-25, Takagi teaches that sensors 60,110 operate to 
transmit to a controller a plurality of conditions such as: 1 .) the indicator of an incoming 
phone call was noticed; 2.) the indicator of an incoming phone call was not noticed 
within a certain time period; 3.) current vehicle speed is high ; AND 4.) current vehicle 
speed is low, wherein said compiled conditions within the controller 20 are interpreted 
as reading on "receiving a set of operating parameters"; 

Based on the sensed vehicle conditions, Takagi's device makes a determined 
response, such as: 1 .) connect the incoming phone call through to the driver; 2.) forward 
the incoming phone call to an answering service; AND/OR 3.) increase the inter-vehicle 
distance. Said responses reading on "preferred service states"; 
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Takagi teaches that the data from the plurality of sensors is related to various 
aspects of the device such as the "vehicle speed" and "driver burden". As such, said 
various aspects are interpreted as reading on "context parameters", wherein the device 
operating parameters include a context parameter representing a device operating 
situation for a given data; 

Takagi teaches that a plurality of context data, that is the data relating to the 
various context parameters, for example a first data transmission indicative of high or 
low vehicle speed and a second data transmission indicative of high or low driver 
burden, is received from a plurality of respective sensors 110,60, said plurality 
respective sensors reading on "a plurality of context data sources"; 

And Takagi further teaches, "setting the service state", in accordance with the 
context parameter and the context data, for example, when context data indicates that 
vehicle speed is high and the driver burden is low, the defined service state within 
controller 20 requires that the display location of an incoming call indicator be brought 
closer to the central vision region of the driver (see column 8, lines 43-62) and also 
requires that the inter-vehicle distance is increased (see column 8, line 63 - column 
9, line 5). 

Regarding claim 2, in column 7, lines 25-27, & column 9, lines 62-column 10, 
line 7, Takagi et al. teaches that the context parameter and the context data each relate 
to a speed of the wireless communication device. 

Regarding claims 4 and 26, Takagi et al. teaches that the context parameter and 
the context data each relate to time, see column 7, lines 35-37. 
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Regarding claims 5 and 27, Takagi et al. teaches that one factor taken into 
account when determining the service state, is the "driving burden", which is interpreted 
as reading on the "activity of the device operator". 

Regarding claims 6 and 28, Takagi recognizes a need in the art for configuring 
the service state of a device dependent upon the driving burden of the device operator, 
thereby reading on "the context parameter and the context data each relate to a 
cognitive load of the device operator." 

Regarding claims 7 and 29, Takagi teaches that the service state comprises at 
least one of a call forwarding service state and a call forwarding to voice mail service 
state, see column 7, lines 39-40. 

Regarding claims 8 and 30, in column 6, lines 20-25, Takagi teaches that a 
hands-free call may be made using the microphone and speaker, reading on "a voice 
activated state" as well as "hands-free voice interface". 

Regarding claim 9, Takagi et al. teaches receiving data pertaining to the vehicle 
speed, which reads on "relating to the operation of a vehicle". 

Regarding claims 11 and 12, in column 9, lines 42-50, Takagi et al. teaches that 
data pertaining to the operation of the vehicle, is processed such that the wireless 
device will output an automatic response stating "I am driving right now...", thereby 
reading on "communicatively coupling" and "the step of receiving data relating to the 
operation of the vehicle comprises fusing data within the vehicle and providing the fused 
data to the wireless communication device". 

Regarding claim 13, Takagi teaches a portable user interface (11). 
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Regarding claims Wand 33, Takagi takes into account any variety of conditions, 
which would potentially inhibit the device operator from noticing the reception of call. 
The Examiner interprets the disclosure of Takagi as including ambient sound within the 
vehicle. Since a high degree of ambient sound might be indicative of a heated 
conversation between in the device operator and vehicle passengers, further distracting 
the driver from noticing the incoming call indicia. 

Regarding claim 17, Takagi teaches that when the electronic device is placed 
within the vehicle unit (1 1 ), the ringing level is reduced to a minimum volume, reading 
on "a ringing mode service state", as broadly claimed. 

Regarding claims 18 and 35, in column 7, lines 14-16, Takagi teaches a 
completion delay service state. 

Regarding claim 19, in column 6, lines 34-38, Takagi teaches "calling party 
identification service state", as claimed. 

Regarding claims 20 and 37, Takagi et al. teaches a cellular telephone. 

Regarding claim 23, Takagi et al. teaches a sensor fusion module 20 coupled to 
receive a plurality of context data (pertaining, for example, to the vehicle speed and 
driver burden) from a plurality of sensor 60,11,110; a memory (see column 9, line 62 - 
column 10, line 20, wherein Takagi teaches an inter-vehicle distance control tracking 
system which stores an average distance) including stored therein a context parameter 
indicating a device operating situation for a given context data; and a processor 21 for 
adjusting a service state of the wireless communication device based upon the context 
data and the context parameter. 
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Regarding claim 24, in column 7, lines 25-27, & column 9, lines 62-column 
10, line 7, Takagi et al. teaches that the context parameter and the context data each 
relate to a speed of the wireless communication device. 

Regarding claim 34, Takagi teaches that when the electronic device is placed 
within the vehicle unit 11, the ringing level is reduced to a minimum volume, reading on 
"a ringing mode service state", as broadly claimed. 

Regarding claim 36, in column 6, lines 33-38, Takagi teaches an incoming call 
detection function for detecting the telephone number of the received call. 

Regarding claim 40 t Takagi et al. teaches a telephone and thereby inherently 
teaches a "computer", in figure 1 , Takagi also teaches a central processing unit 21 
which may also be interpreted as reading on a "computer", as claimed.. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3,15,25 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takagi (US 6,718,187) in view of Stewart (US 6,546,257). 

Regarding claims 3,15,25 and 32, Takagi does not clearly teach that the context 
parameter and context data for determining a service state, relates to the 
location/altitude of the wireless device. 
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Stewart teaches that a wireless device may be configured such that specific 
information is provided, reading on "service state", in accordance with the 
location/altitude of the wireless device, via GPS. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Takagi and Stewart, also configuring 
the wireless device such that it provides regional information to the user, such that the 
user may be made aware of promotions and advertisements in their immediate areas. 

3. Claims 10, 14 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Takagi (US 6,718,187) in view of Sheth (US 6,405,106). 

Regarding claims 10,14 and 31 , Takagi does not clearly teach that the context 
parameter and context data for determining a service state, relates to the vehicle 
condition, vehicle environment data and ambient lighting. 

Sheth teaches, in column 1, line 65 - column 2, line 19, that data relating to 
the environment and weather, which reads on "vehicle environment" and "ambient 
lighting", as well as engine functions of a vehicle, which reads on "vehicle conditions", 
may be compiled and processed , so as to ensure the comfort of the vehicle operator. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Takagi and Sheth, for the purpose of maintaining 
the comfort of the user, as disclosed by Sheth. 
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4. Claims 21,22,38,39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takagi (US 6,718,187) in view of Singh (US 6,389,278). 

Regarding claims 21,22,38,39 and 41, Takagi does not clearly teach that the 
wireless device includes a pager, personal digital assistant or web browser. 

Singh, in column 1, lines 18-25 teaches that a wireless device, such as a 
telephone, may be combined with any combination of a pager, PDA and web-browser. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to equip the telephone of Takagi, with any one or more of a pager, PDA 
and/or web-browser, for the purpose of expanding the versatility of the wireless device. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 1 ,7,13,17 and 19-20 
as being anticipated by Mizkovsky have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Applicant's traversal of the rejection of claims 1 ,2,4-9,1 1-13,1 6-20,23,24,26- 
30,33-37 and 40 as being anticipated by Takagi have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Specifically... 

7. Regarding the applicant's argument that Takagi Does Not Disclose Setting A 
Service State Of The Wireless Communication Device In Accordance With A Plurality 
Of Context Data: 

As clearly set forth in the above rejection, The Examiner asserts that Takagi 
clearly teaches that a plurality of context data i.e., data relating to, for example, "vehicle 
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speed" and "driver burden", is provided to the controller unit 20 wherein the controller 
unit 20 identifies and enacts a predetermined action to be taken by the device, and 
wherein enacting said predetermined action reads on "setting the service state " of the 
device. Therefore, the Examiner's rejection is maintained and has been clearly set forth 
in the above rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dionne H. Pendleton whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7497. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 





